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,AND TIMES HERALD The Case of Son. Dodd

APR 9 7 1966 h Ef» IS By Roscoe Drummond '-:I

¥ AS SEN, Thomas J. Commibtee come” up wit,hj
L iDodd (D-Conn.) is painfully
RISV ~ﬂndlng out, the. 1estlm<mia1.
_ ydinner to ralse funds to cov-
v ser. betweene
¥¢'a mp aign )
3 : kcosts of pub- i
W : V" k'lic life is a
e : !dublous, dan- |
' rgerous amd !

'l

-1t is looking into whether
" Sen. Dodd has been guilty
A .of or the beneficlary of any')
- improper practices. I would ;
- say that the very minifaum
- reforms should be these:
1—Full public disclosure .
Cof the financial interests

I

. H ¢y vi ‘t'm-ay'.not : " “and income by all members-

- . z"he the ‘worst ¥ of Congress. and top con-

; R tmehhod of : - gréssional employes—a meas--

. . vy faugmen te ' - ure long advocated by Sen.”
Mbg the in. - . Drummond g y

* Olifford P. Case (R-N, J.). 7
2~iIt should be ‘manda-"
tory that the precise fund«-.
_raising purpose of every tes:;
- timonial ‘dinner be publlcly-,'

and fully stated. ¢
3—The urposes for
'I‘he defense '0‘ 'the testi-') wh_ich sue{" fugds oan be

moniaﬂ—dlnner technlque i used should be set out and -

this. C : ‘-'-, limited.
- That' the salaries and al’i" 4—Funds so used should"

'lowamces given to Senators :ecgsgltgcclllc? li'y a::\n(;l g’el:,?ilfllcelﬂ

c 0
, j}.amd Representatives are In-"; by an outside pubUc accounts:
adequate to take cai‘e of the » ant. '

- Heosts of public life. ), - # IF THESE rules had been
" “That electlve v office ' in effect, Sen. Dodd "would
'should nof; in effect, be sub:, - not. be so embarrassed by’
i starmally limited to fthe" the disclosures about his-
waahthy . ¢ testimonial dinners, He is
‘ : % oone -of numerous . similar.
i ‘That tthere. §s less obliga“;t. beneficiaries in Congress."
y tion on’ the. part of the ‘Cone . One. labor leader reported’
f {gressman ‘i through a rtesﬂ.l” that he recelves a minlmum',
% monlal dinner many con- 'ot(') 1}30:1“‘{121’?0"&:13';?" f°;
’trlbube small“ sums rat,hex',i poiical estimo nner

i.and that his union keeps a
't ‘than -a_tevlv glving hlm 181'30- special fund earmarked for
sums. :

such contributions.' .. .
;, That the -testlmonial-dln-,' Wil the . Senate Ethics
ner gifbs to Congressmen\ Commitbde come 4o gl‘lps
‘are a-pretty common prac. . With - the nceded . reforms
- tlee, not something recently.’

and, even if It does, will:
!thought up by the friends of Congress. _enact them mf"
«Sen. Dodd.

law? -~ i

¥ Answers:: Only it there 18°

;i 'WHY, THEN, is it proving fa strong voter demand,"As:
iso embarrassing to Sen.%.Sen, Case has often poiited |
,Dodd whom I have found 7out, legislatures are very re:!
t0 be a most honorable man, | “luctant to ,police. thémseﬂve!lk
rto have the mews of his' —however much they enjoy’
'three big Connecticut testh: .r‘pollclpg othera. e S
lumonlal dinners come out as’ i wnmur nmﬂu&'

l’come of elected officials who

é ! do not have lndependent for-." o
struck down by publle dlss”

E,\taste unless . rigid & afe
guards against abuse are lm

f‘poscd by Congress.

‘some positive reforms while. z C A

.if they Involved scandal?
,‘- « The maln reasons are that’
-few of the donors really
i know o what exact purpose,
' they are contributing the™
: " money, that neither the con-
i tributors nor the public’
b : “know how the ' money lis
.belng spent, and that there'
‘|-are no ground rules as 0 )
. o ©.7 0 |'the ethical ways.the funds‘
S R S 2 h oan properly be used,
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